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eracy which makes war; and not against the people whose in- 
terests are selfishly overridden. 


wbout to accept the gage of battle with this natural 
if necessary, spend the whole force of the 


We are 


We are now 
foe to liberty 
nation to check 
glad, now that we see 
them, to fight 
liberation of 


and ehal] 
ind nullify its pretensions and 
fact with no veil of false pretence about 
the ultimate peace of the world, for the 
ts peoples—the German peoples included—the rights 
of nations aml small, and the privilece of men evervwhere 
to choose their way of life and obedience. The world must be safe 
for democracy. Its peace must be planted wpon trusted foundations 
of political liberty 
The entry of the United States into the war on these terms, 
following as it does the overthrow of the autocracy in Russia, 
are events which, even in the midst of so much else that is 
momentous, can only ‘be described as of the last importance. 


its power 
thus for 


gTeat 


The United States Congress and War. 

THE PowER of Congress to declare war is conferred by Art. T., 
section 8, of the Constitution of the United States :—‘‘ The 
Congress shall have power (11) to declare war, grant 
letters of marque and reprisal, and make rules concerning cap- 
tures on land and water.’’ This provision has been the subject 
of a number of important decisions. In Brown v. U.S. (12 
U.S. Rep. 110) it was held that the Act of the Legislature 
declaring war did not authorize the confiscation of enemy pro- 
perty on land within the United States at the commencement 
of hostilities. ‘‘ The power of confiscating enemy property,” 
said Marsnatt, C.J., in delivering the judgment of the Court 
(Story diss.), ‘‘ is in the Legislature, and the Legislature has 
not yet declared its will to confiscate property which was within 
the declaration of war.’’ That required a 
separate legislative act—a doctrine which, if it is still sound, 
may be of importance in the present crisis Again in American 
Insurance Co. v. Canter (26 thid, 511) the same great judge 
deduced from the power of making war and of making treaties 
conferred by the Constitution the power also of acquiring 
territory whether by conquest or treaty. The question arose 
over the treaty with Spain for the cession of Florida to the 
United States. On the outbreak of the Civil War Acts of 
Congress authorizing the seizure and confiscation of rebel 
property were passed in order to meet the point decided in 
Brown’s case (supra), and decisions on these Acts were given 
in Mrs. Alerander’s Cotton (69 tihid 404) and Miller v. U.S 
(78 ihid. 268) The difference between foreign war and 
domestic insurrection raised the question as to the correctness 
of the latter case and the validity of the Acts on which it was 
founded: but the question was resolved, and the validity 
affirmed in Tyler v. Defrees (78 thid. 331). We do not believe. 
said Miuier, J., in delivering the judgment of the Court, 
**that the Congress of the United States to which is confided 
perpetual union—the 


our territory at 


all the great powers essential to a 
power to make war, to suppress insurrection, to levy taxes, to 
make rules concerning captures on land and on sea—is deprived 
of these powers when the necessity for their exercise is called 
out by domestic insurrection and internal civil war; when 
States. forgettine their constitut'onal obligations, make war 
against the nation, and confederate tocether for its destruc 

tion.’’ In Hamilton v. Willin (88 ihid. 73) it was held that 
the power to declare war carried the incidental rights belonging 
in time of war to belligerent Governments such as the power to 
grant licences to trade with the enemy ; and the sovereign rights 
of the United States. incident to a state of war, were affirmed 
in wide terms in Lamar v. Browne (92 ihid. 18). And finally 
we mav note that the leading authority on prohibition of com- 
mercial intercourse between the subjects of belligerents is still 
Griswold v. Waddinaton (16 Johns, 438) and the judgment of 


Chancellor Kent therein. 


Excess Profits Duty and Profit-Sharina, 

WE REFERRED recently (ante, p. 247) to what appeared to 
be the conflicting decisions of Peterson, J., in Collins v 
Sedawick (1917, 1 Ch. 179) and Eve, J., in Williams, 
Hofline id Co. v. Paget (ibid., p. 187; ante, p. 170) as to 
whether excess profits duty is to be treated as analogous to 
income tax for the purpose of agreements under which a 





manager or other person is entitled to a share of profits. If, 
as Eve, J., held, the two are analogous, then the share has 
to be ascertained before excess profits duty is deducted. 
This is so with income tax, since it is a charge on profits 
after they have been ascertained; and if the two are 
analogous, then the excess profits duty also is a charge on 
profits, and the profits must be ascertained before it is 
deducted. On the other hand, there is the view, on 
which Peterson, J., based his decision, that excess profits 
duty is not like income tax and a charge on profits after they 
have been ascertained; but is a diversion of part of the 
realized profits to the State, so that, so far as the owners of 
the business are concerned their profits are only so much as 
is left after excess profits duty has been paid; and it is 
only on this residue that income tax is payable (Finance 
(No. 2) Act, 1915, s. 35). There is also a decision of 
Rowtatt, J., to which a correspondent called our attention 
(ante, p. 281), in Thomas v. Hamlyn & Co. (33 T. L. R. 
129), holding that excess profits duty is analogous to income 
tax and is not to be deducted in ascertaining profits for the 
purpose of a profit-sharing agreement. The question has 
arisen again before Peterson, J., in Re Condran (Times, 4th 
inst.), where part of the purchase money of a business was 
to consist of a share of profits through a period of years. 
The learned Judge adhered to the opinion he had expressed in 
Collins v. Sedgwick, and held that the excess profits duty 
must be deducted before the amount of the share of profits 
payable as purchase money was ascertained. He abstained 
from formal disagreement with the other two cases 
by observing that they were decisions on different agree- 
ments; but, in fact, the same principle appears to govern 
all, and we imagine the view of Peterson, J.—who, we may 
say, is making his mark as a Judge of great lucidity and 
force of reasoning—will prevail. 


Arrest on Neutral Ships. 

A PRELIMINARY objection in the Court of Appeal (Rex v. 
Garrett, Ex parte Scharfe and Others, Times, 31st March) 
has rendered it impossible to obtain the opinion of a Court 
higher than the Divisional Court on the important question 
whether or not it is legal to try in England friendly aliens 
arrested on a neutral ship, which has been compelled by our 
blockade regulations and search agreements to enter British 
territorial waters for examination. In the case in question, 
a Danish ship was compelled to put into Kirkwall on her way 
from Denmark to America. She had on board as passengers 
four Russians who, it was alleged, had obtained passports for 
Russia through the Russian Consul in London on the false 
pretence that they intended to return there, whereas their 
real intention, it was allegéd, was to go to America. They, 
in facet, on reaching Denmark, left their Russian vessel and 
went on board this Danish vessel bound for America. Now it 
is trite law in England that at common law a neutral ship, 
even in territorial waters, affords protection from arrest to 
any foreign subject who has committed a crime on board her 
The Franconia, R. vy. Keyn (2 Ex. D. 63). But the Terri- 
torial Waters Act, 1876, passed two years later, abolished the 
rule laid down in that case, and it would seem never to have 
been the law of Scotland (Lewis v. Blair, 3 Irvine, 1); so that 
the arrest and trial of the four Russians would have been 
justifiable had the ship entered our territorial waters freely, 
and not under compulsion of the blockade. The applicants 
had obtained a rule nisi for prohibition addressed to the 
magistrate who proposes to try them for the alleged offence, 
but this was discharged by the Divisional Court on the return 
of the writ. lad the seizure actually occurred on the high 
seas the Court might have taken a different view; but the 
fact that she was in territorial waters when the arrest took 
place was regarded by the Divisional Court as decisive against 
any allegation of illegality in the arrest. 


Appeal Jurisdiction in Criminal Causes. 
But serore the Court of Appeal quite a different issue was 


raised. The Crown took a preliminary objection, The 
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matter, it alleged, was a ‘‘criminal cause or matter ’’ 
within the meaning of section 47 of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
so that an appeal to a higher Court is debarred by the pro- 
hibition contained in that section. The difficulty of con- 
struing the section is well known. Of course, when an 
attempt is made to appeal against a conviction, the section 
clearly defeats it. And where an appeal is made against the 
judgment in an ordinary civil action, the existence of juris- 
diction is equally obvious. But there are many difficult cases 
which cannot be disposed of so easily. Contempts of court 
are an example in point. Where an order of attachment or 
committal is made simply in aid of a decision in a civil suit, 
then it is not a ‘‘ criminal matter’’ and is appealable; but 
where a substantive penal contempt is committed either out- 
side legal proceedings altogether (such as comment on a 
pending case), or during legal proceedings (such as an insult 
to a judge sitting on the bench), then the matter is criminal, 
and the order is not appealable (Scott v. Scott, 1913, A. C. 
417). A similar difficulty arises in the case of the Crown prero- 
gitive writs—habeas corpus, mandamus, certiorari, quo war- 
ronto, prohibition. These rules. and the consequent writs are 
sometimes issued to a civil court, sometimes to a criminal court, 
and sometimes to a corporation or individual charged with 
public duties. They are in form penal, although disobedience 
to a writ is punishable by attachment. In such cases the rule 
is now generally accepted (see Lx parte Woodhall, 20 Q. B. 
D. 832, and R. v. Baxendale, 6 Q. B. D. 144n) as being that, 
when the writ is concerned with a criminal prosecution, it is 
itself to be regarded as a ‘‘crimina] cause or matter’’; but 
when it interferes with a civil suit, it is not a ‘‘ criminal 
matter.’’ The present writ of prohibition was intended to 
stay a magisterial investigation into a summary jurisdiction 
offence created by the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and 
was therefore a ‘‘ criminal matter’’ over which the Court of 
Appeal had no jurisdiction. If, however, at a later date a 
deportation order is made against the appellants, it may be 
— to raise again the legality of their seizure on a Danish 
vessel, 


Recovery of Excess Rent. 

THE QUESTION whether excess rent which has been paid 
notwithstanding the provisions of the Increase of Rent, &c., 
Act, 1915, is recoverable by the tenant from the landlord has 
aroused a good deal of interest. In Sharp Brothers v. 
Chant the Divisional Court found a special but unsatisfactory 
reason for allowing the rent to be recovered. It had, so it 
was said, been paid under duress. The Court of Appeal 
(ante, p. 352) brushed this reason aside, and held that it was 
not recoverable. This result appears to have caused dissatis- 
faction, and the opinion is, we believe, held that it is opposed 
to the intention of the Legislature. The question has been 
raised in Committee on the Courts (Emergency Powers) Bill 
now before Parliament (ante, p. 294), and an amendment 
enabling the excess rent to be recovered was moved. It was 
withdrawn, however, on the Solicitor-General saying that he 
would try before the report stage to find a concise form of 
words to meet the difficulty. 








_ The Z'imes of Tuesday, in ‘ City Notes,”’ says: ‘One of the most 
interesting points in the market for the new War Loan on the Stock 
Exchange so far has been the fact that dealings in the Five per Cent. 
stock transferable by deed have been at equally good prices to those 
of the inscribed stock. There has been no difference whatever in the 
quotations, though it will be remembered that the London Stock Ex 
change has always hitherto regarded the “ registered ’’ stock in Govern 
ment securities as less marketable, and that this is one of the constant 
grievances of provincial investors and brokers. A very practical proof 
of the preference of provincial investors for stock transferable by deed 
has indeed been given during the past week on some of the provincial 
exchanges, where the Five per Cent. registered variety has been chang- 
ing hands at § to 4 above the quotations for inscribed stock. Whether 
these conditions will persist remains to be seen, but there is always 
this to be remembered with regard to the better price given in the 
provinces, that the dealings there are between actual holders, the 
transfer passing the stock directly to an investor. In London the 
market is made by the jobbers, who have no counterpart in the provinces, 





The Military Service Acts. 


IX.—Tue Procepure or MILITARY TRIBUNALS. 
B.—APPEAL AND CENTRAL TRIBUNALS. 


The only points we need note as regards the procedure of 
these Tribunals are:— 


(1) Von-appealable matters:—Any person aggrieved by 
decision of the Local Tribunal can appeal to the proper Appeal 
Tribunal, but the appeal must be made within three clear days 
after the decision, and on the prescribed form (Military 
Service Regulations [R. 85], section 11). But note:—(a) A 
refusal to rehear a case is not appealable: &. v. Hertfordshire 
Appeal Tribunal, Ex parte Hills (1916, W. N. 417); (b) the 
use of the prescribed form for notice of appeal may be excused 
if it cannot, in fact, be obtained: &. v. Lincolnshire Appeal 
Tribunal, Ex parte Stubbins (80 J. P. 465); (c) the refusal of 
a Local Tribunal to extend the time within which an appeal 
may be made is not appealable (case 67). 

(2) New ground raised on Appeal :—Where the facts or the 
reasons disclose a new ground of exemption not raised or dis- 
cussed before the Local Tribunal, the Appeal Tribunal should 
consider that new ground (case 68). But if the Military 
Representative desires an adjournment, he is entitled to it 
(case 72). 

(3) Appeal in Person:—The Appeal Tribunal is not bound 
to hear in person an applicant for leave to apply, when such 
leave is made a condition precedent, on the grant of the 
certificate, to any application for renewal or variation, They 
can intimate their refusal in writing after reading the notice 
of application for leave (case 75). 

(4) Leave to appeal to Central Tribunal;—An Appeal 
Tribunal has an absoiute discretion to refuse leave to appeal 
from its decision to the Central Tribunal, and no Court can 
interfere: Hx parte Tebbutt Brothers (Times, 3rd February, 
1917). 

(5) Mode of Hearing :—The Central Tribunal is not bound 
to hear appellants orally ; it can insist on a written case being 
submitted by both parties: La parte Parton (14 L. G. R. 
1191). . 


C.—ConTrou or MiLitary TRIBUNALS. 


That Military Tribunals are judicial bodies, bound to 
observe a judicial spirit and procedure, is laid down in &, v. 
Lincolnshire Appeal Tribunal, Ex parte Stubbins (1917, 1 
K. B. 1). It totlows that they are subject to control by the 
King’s Bench Division of the High Court in the same way as 
other inferior tribunals. The Prerogative writs—Jlandamus 
CVertiorart and Prohibition—will issue in all the usual circum- 
stances (ante, p. 350), In addition to this general principle, 
we may note three further points; — 

(1) The Court has applied to the procedure of these 
tribunals the well-known distinction between procedural rules, 
which are imperative, and must be strictly complied with, and 
those which are merely directory; Lx parte Stubbins (supra). 

(2) The tribunals have been held bound by the ordinary 
rules of regular procedure and natural justice observed in all 
British Courts: #. vy, Glamorganshire Appeal Tribunal (1917, 
W.N. 26). Here the Court applied to these tribunals the rule 
laid down in R. v. Brixton Lax Commissioners (29 T. L. R. 
712), that the tribunal cannot admit the representative of the 
party to a deliberation from which the other party is excluded. 
But they also held that, where that representative did not inter- 
fere when he made no claim to be present, and where there was 
a delay in moving for a writ of certivrar:, the Court need not 
grant that writ in the absence of any real injustice. The writs 
do not issue ex debito justitie for mere breach of a technical 
rule of procedure, but will be issued, in the absence of laches 
or some other exceptional circumstance, even although no real 
miscarriage Of justice ensues. 

(3) Where the statutes and regulations give to a tribunal 
a discretion, the Court will not interfere with the exercise of 
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military representative will not be entitled to be present whilst any 

other party to the proceedings is excluded. 

I may mention that I have been informed by the clerk of a 
Tribunal that, according to instructions issued by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, applications for renewal of a temporary certificate of 
exemption must now be made before the date of expiration shown 
on th This opinion is apparently based on Regula- 
tion 2, Part ITI., of the new Regulations, which provides that “ the 
Proviso (a) to Rule 9 of Section 3, and the Proviso (a) to Rule 9 of 
Section 5 of Part I. of the Principal Regulations, are thereby 
rescinded, as regards any man holding a certificate of exemption 
which ceases to be in force after the 15th day of March, 1917. 

As, however, the two Rules 9, which provide that applications for 
renewal of certificates may be within two weeks after the 
date on which the certificat in force, have not been 
rescinded, but only the provisoes (a) to such rules, the statement 
that applications for renewal of certificates must be made before 
their expiration does not appear to be justified ALPHA 

3rd April. 

[ We are « 
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The Registration of Business Names Act, 1916. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sur,—-A man 
Acts gives a 


wh 
pt wel 


has been called up under the Military Service 
of attorney to his wife and two other persons 
to carry on his business during his absence. The business will in 
practice be carried on by the wife, that of a licensed 
victualler, and the licence will, I understand, be transferred to the 
wife, but the business will still remain the property of the husband, 
and the arrangement is only intended to be a temporary one 

Is it that the husband should be registered as owner 
of the business n 2 of the above Act? ALPHA. 

3rd April. 


[Apart from the transfer of the licence to the wife, there would, 
apparently, be no need to register. The absent owner would still 
carry on the business by his agents, the attorneys. But it is 
quite possible that the transfer of the licence to the wife will 
in strictness bring the case within section 2? —Ep. S..J.] 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


WATTS, WATTS & CO. (LIM.) v, MITSUI & CO. (LIM.). 
12th, 13th, and 15th February ; 16th March. 

SHIPPING—C HARTER-PARTY SuppLy SHrp—RESTRAINT OF 
PRINCES— REASONABLE DAMAGES PAID BY BUYERS 
To THEIR SELLERS DAMAGES RECOVERABLE FROM SHIP 
OWNERS LIABILITY, 


FAILURE TO 
APPREHENSION OF 
MEASURE OF 
Penalty CLAUSE—LIMITATION O01 

Lhe plaintiffs chartered a vessel from the de fendants, who were ship 
owners, to fulfil a contract hy which they agreed to buy a cargo of 
sulphate of ammonia from a Belgian firm The charter party exce pted 
** arrests and restraint of princes The defendants refused to provide 
a ship which by the charter party they had agreed to provide by a 
date in 1914, upon the ground that there was reasonable 
apprehension that if they fulfilled the charter the ship would be seized 
by the King x ene The plaintiffs were thus compelle d to repudiate 
their contract with their sellers, and paid them, ae the result of arbitra 
(ton proceedings, £4,500 for » doing, 

Held, that the mere apprehension of seizure wae 


September 


Mites 


insu fficre nt to justify 
, to make the excep- 
gion of restraint of princes a defence to the breach, there must be auch a 
declaration of war as to amount to actual restraint Further, that_the 
claim by the charterers for the £4,500 paid to their aellera was too 
remote, if the ship had been supplied, the charterers could, and 
would, as reasonable men. have ehected insurances against loss. The 
true measure of damages was the difference between the price paid by 
the characters for the gooda and the market price at the port of dix- 
charge at the ¢ rp ved date of arrival, in addition ta freight, mesurance 
for war risks, and brokerage Taking the premium to be 6 per _cent., 
the yen of damage e would he £800 Bailhache, /., had, through 
tnadvertence, omitted to deduct insurance 4 aT ’ 
variation, his judgment was restored, a eee 
Decision of the Court 
1916, 2 K. B. 826) set 


restored, 


the failure of the shi powne ra to supply a ship, gine 


because . 


premium, 


of Appeal on measure of damages (reported 
aside, and order of Bailhache, J., as varied, 


Appeal by the defendants, the shipowners, from an order of the 


Court of Appeal (reported 1916, 2 K. B. 826) varying an order of Bail 
hache, J. ‘The action was brought by the charterers under a charter- 
party dated Sth June, 1914 By the charter-party the defendants 
ageed with the plaintiffs that they should provide a steamer to proceed 
to Marioupol, in the Sea of Azoff, and there load a cargo of sulphate 
of ammonia, to \be carried to a port in Japan. The exceptions clause 
included ‘‘ arrest and restraint of princes,’’ and it was also by another 
clause (clause 13) provided that ‘‘ penalty for non-performance of this 
agreement proved damages not exceeding the estimated amount of 
freight. Ihe loading was not to commence before lst September, 1914 
and the shippers declined to name a steamer by that date, giving as a 
reason that the British Government had prohibited steamers from going 
to the Black Sea to load. The charterers accepted the refusal as a 
repudiation of the charter-party, and were unable to charter another 
steamer. The Turkish Government closed the Dardanelles at sunset 
on the 26th Septemiber, 1914, but, if the shipowners had sent a steam: 
as agreed she could not have loaded in time to have arrived at the 
Dardanelles on her voyage to Japan before the passage was closed. In 
consequence of the failure of the shipowners to send a ship, the cha: 
terers were unable to take up the ammonia from their sellers, and had 
to pay them, by way of compromise of their claim, £4,500 as damages 
[In an action for damages for breach of charter, Bailhache, J., held 
that the breach was not excused by the exception of restraint 
princes; that a claim by the charterers for the £4,500 was too remot« 
that the claim for damages was not limited by clause 13, which was a 
penalty clause ; that, if the ship had been sent, the charterers could, an«i 
would, as reasonable men, have insured; and he gave judgment fo 
£3,800, being the difference between the price paid by the chartere: 
for the goods and the market price in Japan at the date of the expected 
arrival, but by inadvertence omitted to deduct the amount of the 
insurance premium, which was proved to be calculated at 6 per cent 
The Court of Appeal varied that judgment in regard to the damages 
holding that the amount should be fixed by a referee on the basis of 
the difference between the price which would nave been realised by the 
sale of the goods in Japan current at the time she would have arrived, 
and the cost of the goods at the port of loading at the time of shipment 
in addition to freight, insurance premiums for war risks, and brokerage 
The shipowners appealed. Cur, adv, vult. 


Lord Fintay, C., in moving the appeal should be allowed, said that 
the contention of the appellants, that they could justify the failure to 
provide a ship on the ground of the exception of the restraint of 
princes, was not made good. There was not, in fact ,any restraint of 
princes to prevent the passage of the steamer through the Dardanelles 
en route to Japan until the closing of the Dardanelles on the evening 
of 26th September, 1914. There was reasonable apprehension, no doubt, 
but, to bring the case within the exception, there must be an actual 
existing restraint. Ag to the damages, the basis adopted by Bailhache, 
J.—correcting the omission as to non-allowance of premium—was, he 
thought, correct. It was strenuously argued for the respondents that 
as the £4,500 paid by them to their sellers had been disallowed as too 
remote, the contract of April must be disregarded for all purposes, and 
the loss ascertained on the difference between the market price at the 
port of loading at the date of the breach and what would have been the 
market price of Japan on arrival. It would follaw, on the assumpti 
that the cost price at Japan had fallen by the time of the breach to a 
point below the price under the contract of April, that the damag« 
recoverable would be correspondingly increased. In his opinion, the 
respondents’ contention on this point failed. Further, this claim of the 
respondents failed on the ground that there was no evidence that the 
purchasing market for such goods at the Japanese port of destination 
and no evidence of any fall in the market price. In his view, the 
judgment of Bailhache, J., in the present case and in the earlier case 
before him of Wall v. Rederiak Hebolaget Luggude (1915, 3 K. B. 66) 
on this point was right. The respondents were entitled to £3,800, le<s 
insurances. The learned Judge had taken the premium to be 6 pet 
cent., and on this basis the amount of the damages would be reduced 
to £800. The order of the Court of Appeal, so far as it dealt with the 
damages, would be set aside, and the judgment of Bailhache, J., restored 

Lords LOREBURN, DUNEDIN, PARKER, and SUMNER gave judgment to 
same effect. Appeal allowed.—CounssL, for appellants, Leck, K.C., a: 
Haeburn; for the respondents, Greer, K.C., and #. A, Wright, Sorici 
tors, Holman, Fenwick & Willan; Waltons & Co, 


[Reported by Eusxrns Rarp, Barcrister-at-Law.) 





Court of Appeal. 


Re MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT, 1882, and Re QUESTIONS 
BETWEEN 8S. W. HUMPHERY AND H. A, HUMPHERY. No. |. 
27th March. 

PRACTICE—HUSBAND AND WIFE- 

Women’s Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 75), s. 17—ReFeRENcE 
To OrfictaL REFEREE—JURISDICTION—ARBITRATION ACT, 1889 (52 & 


ORIGINATING SUMMONS UNDER MARRIED 


53 Vict. c. 49), s. 14. 


Upon an application by originating summons under the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 17, to determine questions between 0 
husband and wife as to property, the judge in chambers referred the 
whole matter to an official referee for trial. 





Held, that he had exceeded his jurisdiction in doing so, although he 
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was entitled to refer any particular item or items, involving matters of 
account, to a referee to report upon, 

Quaere, whether the power of reference contained in the Arbitration 
ict, 1889, «. 14, has any application to such proceedings under the 
Varried Women's Prope rty Act, 1882, which of a very special 
character. 


are 


Appeal from a decision of Ridley, J., in chambers, on an originating 
summons taken out by H. A. Humphery, wife of Major S. W. 
Humphery, for an order under the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882, s. 17, determining all questions in dispute between them ae to 
certain property—viz., a house and land at Oulton Broad, Suffolk, a 
sum of £1,000 deposited on joint account at a bank, a wherry and 
dinghey, a Wolseley motor-car, a sum of money lent, and the furniture 
and effects in and about the house. The applicant claimed to be jointly 
interested in the whole of the property ; the husband contended in reply 
that the heuse and land, the £1,000 on deposit, the motor-car, and some 
of the furniture were his sole property. Ridley, J., in chambers, on 
9th March, ordered the whole matter to be referred to an official referee 
fer trial. The wife appealed 

‘He Courr allowed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This is an appeal from Ridley, J., 
chambers, on a summons by a wife under the Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882, and it raises a point of some interest. The wife, who 16 the 
applicant, says that there is property to which she and her husband 
are jointly entitled, and this property is considerable in amount. One 
item consists of a house and land to the value of between £4,000 and 
£5,000, another is £1,000 in a bank, and a third is a motor-car worth 
scme £600. There is a further claim as to the furniture in the house, 
as to which evidence going into considerable detail may be necessary. 
It is conceded by the applicant that this is a case in which the learned 
Judge was entitled to call for a report. But he has ordered the whole 
suject-matter of the originating summons to be referred to an official 
referee for trial by him. The provisions of section 17 of the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882, are very special and peculiar. The 
diction is one given to a judge alone, not to a master, and the judg 
may, if he thinks fit, hear the case in his private room. I look in vain 
for any power in section 17 to refer the whole matter to an official 
referee. It is true that the judge is entitled to be assisted by a report 
in matters of detail; but that is a very different thing from referring 
the whole matter. But then we are referred to section 14 of the Arbi 
tration Act, 1889, under which in any cause or matter (other than a 
criminal proceeding by the Crown), if the question in dispute consists 
wholly or in part of matters of account, the Court may at any time 
order the whole cause or matter, or any question or issue of fact arising 
therein, to be tried before an official referee. It not necessary to 
decide the point now, but I have grave doubt whether that section can 
be appealed to in any matters arising under the peculiar jurisdiction 
given by section 17 of the Married Women’s Property Act. There is, 
at any rate, nothing in the present case which would justify the order 
which has been made. The items in dispute between the parties are now 
only three in number. With respect to Ridley, J., I think he was here 
exceeding his jurisdiction in referring the whole case to an official 
referee. The appeal must be allowed and the case go back to the judge 
in chambers, but the order should provide that the question of the 
ownership of the furniture may be referred to a master or a referee to 
report on 

Serutton, L.J.. delivered judgment to the same effect.—CounseL, 
Disturnal, K.C., and Field ; Colam, K.C.. and Fortune (with them D. MV 
Hoqq). Sowtcrrors, Kenneth Brown, Baker, Baker, & Co.: Whitford 
& Thorp, for Greene & Greene, Bury St. Edmunds. 


[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrieter-at-Law.] 
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JONES AND OTHERS ». HATHERTON AND OTHERS. 
Mar. 12ch, 13th and 15th 

LiceNsING LAW—RENEWAL OF LICENCE—PROTECTION ORDER—NOTICE OF 
INTENTION TO OPPOSE—SERVICE ON “ THE HOLDER THEREOF '’—SERVICE 

* ON HOLDER OF PROTECTION ORDER, WHO BECAME HOLDER OF LICENCE 
BEFORE APPLICATION FOR RENEWAL—VALIDITY OF NoTICcE—CosTSs 
AGAINST JUSTICES—LICENSING (CONSOLIDATION) Act, 1910 (10 Ep. 7 
AND 1 Gpo. 5, c. 24), ss. 16, sus-secTiIons (3), (4), 32, 88 (7). 


By section 16 (3) of the Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 1910, ‘‘ the 
licensing justices shall not, where the holder of a justices’ licence applies 
jor the renewal of his licence, entertain any objection to or take any 
evidence with respect to the renewal thereof, unless written notice of 
an intention to oppose the renewal of the licence : has been 
served on the holder thereof not less than seven days before the com- 
mencement of the general annual licensing meeting.” By section 16 (4) 
the licensing justices may, notwithstanding that no intention to oppose 
the renew of a justices’ licence has heen given, on an objection to 
renewal, adjourn the consideration of the renewal to a future day fixed 
by them when the case will be heard and the objection con- 
sidered as if notice to oppose had heen given. J. was the grantee of 


No. 2. 





a protection order to whom it was proposed to transfer a justices’ licence. 
More than seven days before the general annual licensing meeting notice | 
of intention to oppose the renewal was served on J. On the day of the 
annual licensing meeting, but before the question of the renewal came | 
up, the licence was transferred to J. 

Held, that the notice of objection was bad, as he was not the holder | 
of the licence at the time that the notice was served, and therefore the | 
justices had no power to refuse to grant J. a renewal, 


Held, further, that the lice using justices were liable to pey the costs 
of the proceedings 
Decision of Divisional Court (1917, 1 A. &. 148) reversed 


Appeal from an order of the Divisional Court (reported 1917, 1 K. B. 
148) on a special case stated by quarter sessions. On 24th January, 
1916, a protection order to sell intoxicating liquors and carry on the 
business of the King’s Arms Inn, Hednesford, Staffordshire, was granted 
to one Jones under section 88 of the Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 
1910. Under that order Jones carried on the business of the house for 
the brewers, and sold. On 2nd February, 1916, the police served a 
notice on Jones of their intention to oppose the renewal of the justices’ 
licence At the special transfer meeting held on 14th February, the 
licence was transferred to Jones, and at the annual general meeting held 
later on the same day the application was refused upon the ground put 
forward by the police that the house under the former manager had 
been ill-conducted. Jones thereupon appealed to quarter sessions and 
contended that at the general annual licensing meeting there was no 
eeeeriageary to entertain any objection to the renewal of the licence, 
vecause at the time when the notice of objection was served upon Jones 
he was not the holder of the licence, and therfore notice had not been 
served as required by section 16, sub-section 3, of the Act Lhe Court 
of Quarter Sessions found, as the licensing justices had done, that the 
renewal of the licence had been proved, 
but allowed the appeal (subject to a special case), holding that the 
service of the notice of objection was invalid and bad in law. Upon a 
case stated, the Divisional Court decided that the service of the notice 
upon Jones complied with the section, as he the holder of the 
licence when the application for the renewal was made. The refusal 
of the renewal of the licence by the justices was therefore upheld. Jones 
and the owners of the house appealed 

Tue Court (SWInrFen Eapy and Bankes, L.JJ., and Bray, J.) allowed 
the appeal. In their opinion the *‘ holder’’ in section 16 (3) meant the 
holder of the licence at the time of the service of the notice of objec- 
tion, and referred to the case where the holder at the time of service 
was also the holder who applied for renewal. In view of the circum 
stances of the case, the proper course tor the justices to have adopted 
would have been to adjourn the matter of the transfer under section 16 
4) until the objection to the renewal had been considered. The judg 
ment of the Divisional Court was accordingly reversed, and the order 
of quarter sessions, granting the renewal, restored. ‘lhe question was 
then raised whether an order for costs could be made against the licens 
ing justices, who were the respondents to this appeal. In the course of 
the discussion it was stated that before the Divisional Court they had 
asked for and costs had them. On this point the 
Court reserved judgment 

On 15th March the case was again in the list to be mentioned as to 
costs 

SWINFEN Eapy, L.J.—This case stood over to be mentioned again 
to costs, in order that the practice of the King’s Bench in the matter 
might be ascertained from the Master of the Crown Office. He has 
reported to the Court that he finds in the records that, between the 
beginning of 1911 and the present time, there have been eight appeals 
by way of special case from decisions of justices in which the licensing 
justices have either been appellants or respondents. In five of 
cases the costs were ordered to be paid to the justices by the Divisional 
Court, and of the remaining three, in two of them the justices 
respondents, and in the third appellants, and in these three cases they 
were ordered to pay costs Ihe result is that in all cases it 
the practice to give costs for or against the licensing justices as if they 
vere ordinary litigants. In this particular case the justices were re- 
spondents at quarter sessions’ and appellants in the Divisional Court, 
and as parties to proceedings on a special case the justices entered into 
recognisances as required by the Crown Office rules, which imposed 
on them the liability of paying costs. Now the case of Rex vy. Salfora 
Hundred Justices (1912, 2 K. B. 567) shews that the licensing justices 
are entitled to an indemnity under section 32 of the Licensing (Con 
solidation) Act, 1910, for any costs they. are ordered to pay to the 
other party, whether the costs are the result of proceedings by way of 
certiorari, mandamus, or appeal by special case. The Court is of opinion 
in the present case that the licensing justices should be ordered to pay 
the costs incurred by the appellant both here and below, which costs 
the justices are entitled to get repayment of under section 32 of the 
Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 1910, from the borough treasurer. 
CounseL, for the appellants, Disturnal, K.C., and Joy; for the respon. 
dents, Vachell, K.C., and Hon. C. M. Coventry. Soricrrors, Robinson 
& Bradley, for C. A. Loxton, Walsall; Field, Roscoe, & Co., for J 
Selby Gardner, Cannock. 


[ Reported 
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was 


costs, been given 
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were 
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br Erexr~e Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.! 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


BURCH +. FARROW’S BANK (LIM.). Neville, J. 7th March. 


REPAIRING COVENANT—BREACH—POWER TO DETERMINE LEASE 
TO DeTERMINE—CONDITION PRECEDENT 


LEASE 
NOTICE 
Where usual covenant to 

deliver up in good repair with a proviso to determine the lease earlier 

by six months’ notice, and notice was given to determine earlier, and 

negotiations took place over repairs, and ultimately the defendants did 

not execute the repairs till after the date of determination, 


1 lease for twe nty one years contained the 
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Held, that the notice waa ineflectual, and the lease wae atill subsisting 
1854, 4 1. L. Cus, 565) applied 
(1903, 1 \Y. B. 557), ax to « 


after exynration of notice 


Friar 
Quilim 


within a reasonable time 


Girey + 
1 ” pleting the 


Blore + repairs 


not applied 

which the plaintiff alleged that the defendants 
covenants prior to a particular date, or given 
him possession that date, and claimed a declaration 
that a notice to determine the lease was ineffectual, and that the lease 
was still subsisting Che facts In June of 1909 the plaintiff 
by deed demised to the defendants premises for a period of 
twenty-one years from 24th therein mentioned. 
The lease, which was in the 1 covenant to keep 
and deliver up the repair, with a 
proviso that if the determine the 
at the expiration of three, seven and give the plain 
tiff six and should pay all 
the rent and perform and venants up to such deter 
mination, then and in after the expiration of 
the notice the said cease and determine, 
but without prejudice 
breaches In 
to determine the 
the repairs, and 
defendants started 
Possession was not 


brought 


tion in 
certain 


T his Vas alia 
had not performed 
if the premises on 


these 
certain 
1900, at the 
form ontained 
good and substantial 
desire to 


were 
June rent 
usual 
premises in 
should lease 
or fourteen 
desire in writing 
all 
immediately 
ease and term should absolutely 
to claims by either party in respect of antecedent 
1915, the defendants gave the plaintiffs notice 
n 24th June, 1916. Correspondence ensued as to 
iwreement was come to as to these; but the 
them on 22nd June and finished them on llth July 
ven to the plaintiff on 24th June, and in August he 
the defendants, that the notice 
was ineffectual for the plaintiff 
and Start vy 1912, 2 Ch. 504) 
ontended that the repairing covenant was 
ind the repairs had been completed within 
determination of the and 


defendants 
years, 
notice oft 


months such 


»bserve the co 


such case 


December, 
lease © 


this action against alleging 
Counsel 


Fenner 


under the ircumstances 
relied on (rie y 
for the 


condition 


Friar 
defendants 
precedent 
from the 
Quilini 


supra 
Counsel 
not a 
time vwllewed lease 
relied upon Plore 

NEVILLE, J after ating the facts, said I decide, on the authority 
of Grey v. Friar (supra), that the performance of the covenant to repair 
before 24th June, 1916, was a condition precedent to the determination 
of the ind that as it not been ed, the lease has not 
been determined, and is still subsisting. —CouNseL, Jenkins, K.( and 
W. H. Draper r A. L. lngpen vith His Majesty's forces) ; 
Ward Coldridae K.¢ ud H ‘ ITORS S. Hughes 
Son, & Co Loxley, Blair d- Co 


[Reported by L. M 


a reasonable 
supra) 


lease has obser 
serving 
Preaton 


SOLIK 


Mar, Barrister at-law.) 


. MORTI (ER, HARLEY & CO. (LIM 
6th Mareh 

VALIDITY of 
APITAI 


HOPKINSON Eve, J. 


FORFEIT 
BUYING ITs 


POWER TO 
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OPERATION OF 
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the plaintiff 8 
d that 


fhat 


feiture , uch power was 


in action for a declaration that the plaintiff's fully paid 

t subject to a powel of forfeiture contained in the articles 
defendant company. By article 22 it was pro 
should have a first lien shares for debts 
le 23 it was provided that the board might 
shares subject to such lien, on 
seven days’ notice. The plaintiff 
ultra vires on the ground that 
1 purchase by the company 


hares 
of association of the 
vided that the company 
of its members, and by 
by resolution to that effect forfeit the 


on 


artic 


a member's failure to redeem on a 
contended that the power to forfeit was 
it operated as a reduction of capital and 
ot its own 
taon The defer dant 
exer e the power, the a tion was 
a usual and legit power and exer 
Eve, J.—I will h of th 
as to the action being premature. The 
hundred fully paid the company ! 
the rate of 100 per ent vas declared which div 
the company What is the pl 
shares The answer is supplied by 
the Master of the Rolls in the recent 
é’o. (1917, 1 Ch., at p. 132 
property in his shares, a 


ind also that it was a « the equity of redemp 
rued that there Vas 
premature ind that the 
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turn, and first 
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1 quotation from the judgment of 
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Steam Shipping 
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is at liberty to dis 
vhich may be found 
said that he is prema 
soon as the notifies its inten 
liability calculated to depreciate 
my opinion there is nothing in 

Although the writ was 
was accomplished, the plaintiff's 


case of 
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has a property which he 
oniy to any restriction 
This 


the 


subject express 


pose of 


in the articles being so, how can it be 


ming to Court as ompany 
mposing on his 
marketable value’ 

this ver to the plaintiff’s claim 
before the alteration of the articles 
proceeding is not really in the nature of a quia timet action. His case 
is that his rights have aided and his property damaged 
laims, as it seems to me he is entitled to claim, that the present 
Whether he will succeed is another matter 
but I hold that he pitate in king for it IT pass on to 
the question whether forfeiture under this would or would tot 
result in an illegal reduction of capital. It is true that the assumption 
and f forfeiture b int stock company 
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long been recognized as reasonable, and, indeed, in some circumsta: 
as almost necessary, and that the reduction brought about by the ex, 
cise of such a power is not inconsistent with the implied statutory | 
hibition against the reduction of capital. It is to be presumed, as 
contended for by Mr. Gore Browne, that the Legislature, in framing 
section 26 of the Act of 1862 and articles 17 to 22 of Table A, had in 
mind such cases as Sparks y. Liverpool Waterworks Uo, (13 Ves. 42 
and Clarke vy. tlart (6 H. L. C. 633), and appreciated that a right 
forfeiture for non-payment of calls and contributions had long been 
recognized as the only effective way of preventing co-adventurers from 
making default in performing their engagements; but I do not t 
it follows from anything to be found in the Act or in any reported 
that the reduction of capital brought about by means of a forfeiturs 
for non-payment of debts due from a member g_ erally, as distir 
from debts due from him as a contributory, is legalized without the 
sanction of the Court. Even if the forfeiture is made without any part 
of the value of tne shares being set off against the debt, the capital 
reduced by the amount paid up on the forfeited shares, and if, on the 
other hand, the debt is partially or wholly satisfied, the transacti 
invokes not only the same reduction, but what is equivalent to an 
actual payment by the company, and how can this operation be said to 
be anything but a purchase by the company of its own shares? I think 
further, that when one appreciates the narrow limits within which 
Court has decided that a surrender of shares may properly be regarded 
as not infringing the principles established in “Vrevor v. Whitworth 
12 A. C. 409) (see in particular the judgment of Cozens-Hardy, L.J 
in Belle rby v. Rowland and Marwood’'s Steamship ('o. (1902, 2 Ch. 14 
and Rowell v. John Rowell d Son (1912, 2 Ch. 609)), it is impossible 
to believe that a power to forfeit vested in the board, and bring 
tbout, if exercised, one or both of the consequences I have just ind 
cated, ought to be held valid. This is not even a case in which tl 
exercise of the power is vested in the company. It is a matter to 
determined by a resolution of the board, and is not therefore prima 
within the purview of the Act of 1867, though possibly it might 
brought so by the company passing the necessary special resolution 
for giving effect to the proposed reduction. But as the article stand 
| am of opinion that it is invalid in this respect, and that the bi 
cannot forfeit shares for non-payment of the debts and liabilities 
therein referred to without bringing about an illegal reduction of tl 
company’s capital in any event, and a purchase by the company of 
shares in some events. It may be that a reduction in capita 
brought about by the forfeiture of fully paid shares inflicts no injury 
on the creditors or contributories, but this consideration cannot legaliz 
a procedure which for other reasons is illegal, and it does not ex 
if in fact the value of the shares, which may be greatly in excess 
the amount paid up on them, has to be brought into account wit! 
the defaulting member. I think the third point relied upon by t! 
In Everitt vy. Automat 
Co. (1892, 3 Ch. 506), North, J., following 
Bank (L. R. 6 Ch. 818), treated the company’s 
as constituting an equitable charge on the shares for the debts 
from the shareholder to the company, and held the lien to be a m 
gage and the shareholder a mortgagor within the meaning of the ( 
veyancing Act; and in Areglinger v. New Patagonia Meat and ¢ 
Storage Co. (1914, A. C. 25) Lord Parker pointed out in his speech that 
a condition in a mortgage transaction providing that, if the contra 
right to redeem was not exercised, the mortgaged property was t 
after to belong to the mortgagee was in the nature of a penalty, agau 
which equity would relieve, and was a clog on the equity in-the prope 
sense of the expression. Such being the state of the law, I think t 
power to,forfeit the plaintiff's shares on his failure to redeem 
seven days’ notice is a clog on the equity, and as such is invalid 
It remains for me to observe on two cases which have bee! 
cited during the argument. One is Re Dunlop (21 Ch. D. 583). What 
that case decided was that a deed of settlement executed in 1843 by a 
banking company did not create a lien on the shares of a customer 
a debt due from him to the bank, and that even if it did it would ha 
a general lien [ am not saying that a power to forfeit a 
tributory’s shares for non-payment of debts generally is an invalid 
but Re Dunlop is no authority for saying it is a valid one. The 
ase is Stubbs vy. laster (1 Y. & Coll. C. C. 81), where Knight 
V.C., treated a « giving directors an option to sell or forfeit 
as binding on a member indebted to the bank for cash advar 
only did so by holding that the bank was bound to take 
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lause 
shares 
at their true value, and apply that value in reduction of t 
This case certainly supports the view that the company n 
shareholder for the real value of the forfeited shar 
but if this be the correct view, the conclusion is almost inevitable t 
the transaction is nothing else than a purchase by the company of 
own In my opinion the plaintiff is right in his contention 
he is entitled to a declaration that the fully paid shares of which |} 
the holder are not subject to the power of forfeiture. The defend 
company must pay the « CounseL, Vaugham, K.C., and Levers 
(lore Browne K.C., and Whinney Soniecirors, Atkey, Clarke 
fhey Stammers. ad: C'o 
[Reported by 8S. E. Witttams, Barrieter-at Law.] 


Re LIVINGSTONE. LIVINGSTONE »v. DURELL. 
20th Fehrnary. 

** MONEYS WHICH SHALL 

Bonvs—Irisu LAnp Act. 

Act, 1904 (4 Ep. 7, ¢ 


sh ires 
debt 


account to the 


share ~ 


osts 


Wansey 


Peterson, J 


WILL 
LAND 
zs Af 


CONSTRUCTION 
IN TRELAND 
Trish LAND 


ARISE FROM SALF 
1903 (3 Ep. 7, « 
34), s. 2 
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The 12 per cent. bonus on the amount of the purchase money payable 
to the vendor under section 48 (1) of the irish Land Act, 1903, held to 
be moneys to arise from the sale of Irish land sold under the Irish 
Land Acts, 19035-1904 

The dicta of Ross, J., in Heard v. Gabbett (1915, 1 J. &. 213) that 
the bonus was a by-product of the sale, and of Kekewich, J., in Re Lady 
Annaly’s Trust (1904, 92 L. 7. 13), that the bonus had come out of the 
sale, held to apply to the present case 


This was a question whether a bonus arising from a sale of land 
under the Irish Land Acts, 1903-1904, was ‘‘ moneys to arise from the 
sale.’’ Certain lands in Ireland were settled by a marriage settle 
ment of 1868 upon trust for sale, and the ‘“‘ moneys which shall arise 
from the sale’ were to be held in the events which had happened 
for the husband absolutely after the death of his wife. By his will in 





1885 the husband referred to the settlement and bequeathed ‘‘all | 


moneys to arise from the sale of the beforementioned hereditaments and 
which shall be capable of disposition by me” to trustees upon trust 
to pay thereout two legacies to charities, and bequeathed his residue 
to his wife. He died im 1902, and his widow in 1912. In 1914 the 
lands were sold under the Irish Land Acts, 1903 and 1904, and the net 
proceeds were not sufficient to pay the two legacies without resort to the 
12 per cent. bonus paid under section 48 (1) of the Irish Land Act, 1903; 
hence this application. Council for the trustees of the widow’s will con 


tended that the bonus passed under the testator’s residuary gift to his | 
widow, and said there was a conflict of judicial opinion as to whether | 


the bonus was or was not an interest in land. He cited Heard y. Gabbett 
(supra), Re Lady Annaly’s Trust (supra), Re Marquis of Ely’s Estate 
(1904) 1 I. R. 66), He Power's Hstate (1907, 1 1. R. 51), V'remayne \ 
Rushleigh (1908, 1 Ch. 681), Re Shelton’s Estate (1910, 1 | R 161), 
and He Hillas’s Katate (1911, 1 I. R. 11) 

Pererson, J., after stating the facts, and referring to the many cases 
that had been cited, in the course of a long judgment said: It is not 
necessary for me to consider whether the bonus is or is not an interest 
in land. What I have to decide is whether the bonus can be described 
as “‘ moneys arising from the sale’ of land. In one of the Irish cases 
toss, J., described the bonus as a by-product of the sale: see Heard 
v. Gabbett (supra), and Kekewich, J., in Re Lady Annaly’s Trust 
supra), said: *‘I am not begging the question when I say that out 
of the sale has come this bonus.’ ‘The real fact is that the bonus in 
question arises from or is produced by the sale. ‘he sale has really 
caused the bonus to be paid, and I therefore decide that the bonus 
is ‘“‘moneys arising from the sale of the before-mentioned heredita 
ments,’ and under section 2 of the Irish Land Act, 194, has to be 
held on the same trusts as the purchase money 
available towards the payment of the two legacies.—CouNSsEL, W Af 
More Richards; J. I. Stirling; Bryan Farrer; Owen Thompson 
Soxicitors, Latteys & Hart; Nicholl, Manisty, & Co. ; Batten, Proffitt 
& Scott. 

[Reported by L. M. Mey, Barrister-at-Law.] 





New Orders, &c. 


High Court of Justice. 
EASTER VACATILON, 1917 
NOTICE. 


There will be no sitting in Court during the Easter Vacation 

During the Easter Vacation all applications ‘‘ which may require to 
be immediately or promptly heard ’’ are to be made to the Honourable 
Mr. Justice A. ‘I. Lawrence 

The Honourable Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence will act as Vacation 
Judge from Thursday, April 5th to Monday, April 16th, both days 
inclusive. His Lordship will sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on 
Friday, April 13th, at 11 o’clock. On other days within the above period 
applications in urgent matters may be made to his Lordship by post or, 
if necessary, personally. 

When applications are made by post the brief of counsel should be 
sent to the judge, by post or rai! prepaid, accompanied by office copies of 
the affidavits in support of the application, and also by a minute, on a 
separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the order he may consider 
the applicant entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, 
capable of receiving the papers, addressed as follows ‘* Chancery 
Official Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars 
Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.’ ‘ 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, 
the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent 

The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar 

The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on application 
- the Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of 
Justice 


a copy of 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 

The London Gazette of Wth March contains the following 
1. A Proclamation, dated 3th March, under the Bank Holiday A 

1871, appointing Saturday, the 7th April, &’s a Bank Holiday 


2. A Proclamation, dated Wth March printed below), 
existing Proclamations from Wth November, 1915 omwards relating 


revoking th: 





The result is that it is | 











to restrictions on importation, and consolidating the same with amend 
ments and additions. 


3. A Proclamation, dated 3th March (printed below 
portation of foreign coins 

4. An Order in Council, dated Wth March 
new Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


, as to the im 
printed below), making 


5. An Order in Council 
ing the Aliens Restriction 


dated Wth March (printed below), amend- 
Consolidation) Order, 1916 


6. An Order in Council, dated 30th March (printed below), transferring 
ertain powers of the Board of Trade to the Food Controlle: 


7. An Order in Council, dated Wth March (printed below), trans- 
Terring certain powers of the Board of Trade to the Minister of Labour 

8. An Order in Council, dated Oth March (printed below), introducing 
Summer Time on Sunday, 8th Apri! 

9. An Order in Council], dated 30th March, extending to the Isle of 
Man, with adaptations, the Defence of the Realm Regulation of 6th and 
l6th February (ante, pp. 256, 285 

10. An Order in Council, dated Wth March, extending to the Isle 
of Man, with adaptations, the Reguwiations contained in the Military 
Service Regulation (Amendment) Order, 1917 (Order in Council of 
23rd February, 1917) 

11. An Order in Council, dated 30th March, varying the Statutory 
Last under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 
1916. Additions are made as follows Argentine and Uruguay (9), 
Brazil (3), Chile (6), Colombia (2), Ecuador (2), Netherlands (24), 
Netherland East Imdies (18), Norway (2), Peru (2), Spain (8), Sweden 
3) Chere are also a number of removals from and variations in the 


hst, and the usual] notes are appended see ante, p. 322) 


12. An Order in Council, dated Sth March, further amending the 
Proclamation dated 10th May, 1916, and made under section 8 of the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 18/9, and section 1 of the Exporta 
tion of Arms Act 1900, and section 1 of the Customs Ex portation 
Prohibition) Act, 1914, whereby the exportation from the United 
Kingdom of ertain or al] destinations was pro 
hibited. Among other various ship-building materials and 
accessories are transferred to Class A ‘ exportation 1s prohibited 


ertain articles to 
changes, 
to all destinations (see ante, p. 338) 


13. A Foreign Office (Foreig: 
from the list of persons to whom articles to be exported to 


Trade Department) Notice of a removal 
Liberia 
may be consigned 
14. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade under 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring twe 
more businesses to be wound wp, bringing the total to 434 
15. A Notice 
Controller 
the Malt (Restriction on Shipping) Order, 21st March, 191/ 
Che Swedes (Prices) Order, 2lst March, 1917 (ante, p 355) 
[The Food (Conditions of Sale Order, 21st March, 1911 (ante DD 


that the following Orders have been made by the Food 


555) 

16 An Admiralty Notice to Mariners repeating the recent North Sea 
Danvercus Area Notice (ante. p 372 with a correction tn position (3 
of Lat 5° 25’ N. for 54° 23 

Phe London Gazette of 3rd April contains the following 


17. Orders in Council dated Mth Marcl (1) extending to the Isle of 
Mai ith certain adaptations, the Trading with the Enemy Amend 
ment and Extension Act 1914-16; (2) prescribing Summer Time fot 
1917 

18. A translation of certain additions to and modifications in the 
Italian Contraband list f 27th February, 1916 

19. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Department) Notice, dated 3rd 


April, making additions or corrections to the lists published as a supple 
ment to the London Gazette of 16th February, 1917, of pers to whom 
articles to be exported to China may be consigned 


20. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade under 


the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring five more 
businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 439 
Ministry of Munitions, dated Wth March 


21. An Order of the 
printed below), as to the experimental manufactnre of Aeroplances. 


22 \r Admiralty Order dated 27th March, under the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, establishing the following as a District in which 
tage by a pilot appointed by the Navy authorities is ompulsory :—~ 

[fo the northward of a line drawn due west (true) from southern 


xtremity of Holm Island to Mainland 


An Army Order, dated 2nd April (printed belo as to the pur 


Prohibition of Imports. 
CONSOLIDATION PROCLAMATION 
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\erated, mineral and table waters; aluminium, manufactures 3. This Proclamation shall not affect the provisions of the Prohi bition 
f; aluminium powder ; antimony ware ; apparel, not waterproofed ; | of Import (Consolidation and Amendment) Proclamation, 1917. 
art. works of ;: automatic machines for the retail sale of any article 4. This Proclamation may be cited as ‘‘ The Foreign Coins (Importa 
baskets and basketware ; baths of metal ; beer ; birds, live, including | tion Prohibition) Proclamation, 1917,’’*and shal] come into operation 
(quad but excluding tne; poultry and game bladders, Casings on the thirtieth day of Marx h, 1917. 
nd satswage skins; bone, horn, ivory, and celluloid, manufactures Mth March 
ff; books, printed, and other printed matte neluding printed 
posters daaly weekly and other periodical publications im - 4. 
morte wee t . r “ ODIes roug} t » 7 ‘ s - - . 
— See OS eS oe New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
plants, trees and shrubs; carpet sweepers ; cash registers ; cement ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
chinaware earthen ware and pottery cook and parts theres! [ Recitals 
loeonne wares ocoa, p eparations of ocoa, raw coffee cottor 
van ytton piece-goods, cotton hosiery otton Jace. and cotton Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered that the following amend I 
nanufactures of all kinds; curios utlery ; diatomite or infusoria ments be made in the Defence of the Realm Regulations :-- ‘ 
earth; embroidery and needlework; fancy goods, known as Paris ‘ : 
goods; fatt wids feathers ornamental, and down ; fire extin Transport of Coal. 
guishe flowers, artificial; flowers, free fruit (canned, bottled l After Regulati« 1 2a the following regulation shall be inserted 
dried and pres ed), except currants; fruit, raw of al! descrip 2aa. Where with a view to increasing the supply of coal it 
tions (except lemons and ‘bitter oranges), and almonds and nuts appears to the Board of Trade that it is expedient that any rat! 
used as fruit furniture, manufactured joinery, and other wood way, tramway, or other facilities for transport from a colliery 6 
manufactures ; glass and manufactures of glass; gloves ; gold, manu should be provided, the Board of 'l'rade may take possession of any | 
factured ot manufactured, including gold coin and articles con land and construct and maintain thereon such works as may be « 
sisting part f « ontaining gold (except gold consigned for de necessary for the purpose.”’ k 
livery at, and sale to, the Bank of England); guns, carbines and 
ifles of all kind hardware and hollow-ware; hats and ibonnets Food Supply . 
\ides, wet and dry vps ; horns and hoofs; ice; incandescent gas 2. In Regulation 2m, after paragraph (g), the following paragray 0 
nanties vory, vegetable ; jewellery of all descriptions ; jute, raw shall be inserted : ¢ 
awn mowers wquered wares; leather, dressed and undressed; _ - 
and manufactures of leather othe thar belting; linen, yarns and 6 
nanufactures of ; lobsters, canned ; machine tools and parts the reof h) Where the opinion of the Board, any land is injured ox 
excluding small tools; machinery, agricultural and dairy ; matches ; 8 ly to ‘be injured by any such neglect on the part of the pro I 
mats and matting ; mop moss litter; motor cars, chassis, moto prietor or occupier of any other land in relation to the maintenance i 
le and parte and accessories of motor cars and motor cycles of banks or the cleansing of channels as is mentioned in section . 
ther than tvre musical instruments neluding gramophones fourteen of the Land Drainage Act, 1847, and subject to, and . 
ind pianola 1 other similar instruments), and accessories and after the expiration of seven days from, the service of such notice 
mponent par snd records therefor ; oilcloth ; painters’ colours vs is required by that section, exercise such powers of executing 
j p nent paper and car tboard (including straw board paste a necessary works and recovering the expenses thereof as are 
urd, millboard, and wood-pulp-board) and manufactures of paper by that section conferred on the proprietor or occupier of any land 
and cardboard ; paper, materials for the manufacture of, including vhich is injured iby any such neglect, and for any such purp 
wood-pulp, espart rase, and linen and cotton rags; perfumery and enter on any land without any warrant or authority ; and 
toilet preparations; photographi “PP < pictures, prints, i) By notice served on the occupier or person in control of l 
engravings, photographs and maps pla ed and gilt wares; revol inv dam, mill, lock, sluice, weir, or other obstruction of the flow 
vers and pisto salmon inned ; salt; sewing machines; eilk and of water in any river or stream, require such occupier or person 
urtificia k, manufactures of, not including yarns; silver, manu to keep open any mechanical appliance by which the flow of water ‘ 
factures of, other thar ver watches and silver watch cases ; ekins s regulated during such times and in such manner as the Board 0 
and furs, manufactures of ; soap; soya beans; spirits and strong having regard to the use by such occupier or person of the obstrux fe 
Vwters of all kind st tones and slates: stoves and tion and of the water thereby impounded, consider to be necessary 
ranges ; straw envelopes for bottles ; straw plaiting ; sugar, articles or desirable for the prevention of floods or for the draining of P 
and preparation ontai VJ used for food except condensed milk) and adjo ning Or near the river or stream.’ 
tanning extracts, the following, viz hestnut, quebracho, hem In subsection (9) of the same regulation, after the word ‘‘ regula 
ock, oak and mangrove extracts ; tea; tobacco, unmanufactured and | , ” there shall be inserted the words ‘ except paragraphs (h) and (i 
manufactured (including cigars and garettes); tomatoes; toys, f subsection (1).”’ 
games and playing cards ; typewriters ; vacuum \ leaners ; vegetables At the end of the same regulation there shall be inserted the follo 
i omg bottled dried and preserved, a dy ckles : wine ; wood and ng subsections :— 
? mber oT al kinds hew? SAW oT eplit planed or dressed : woollen - : 7 
ind worsted manufactures of all kinds except varns; wringers and 10) Applies to Scotland only “ 
mang!e veast 11) Any notice under this regulation may be served on the te 
Deoyided alway und it is hereby declared, that this prohibition person to whom it is to be given, either personally or by leay ng it ti 
shall not apply to any such goods which are imported under licence for him at his last known place of abode, or by sending it through 
given by or om behalf of the Board of Trade, and subject to the pro the post n a registered letter addressed to him there 
v ston and conditions of such licence " Killing Game. 
Proclamation may he ted as the Prohibit rf Import Con . , 
- and Amendment) Proclamation. 1917 3. For Regulation 2k (ante, p. 302) down to the end of paragraph (2) 
Mawh f subsection (1) the following provision shall be substituted :- 
2R 1) The Board of Agriculture and Fisheries may, with 4 
. . view to preventing or reducing injury to crops or trees or wastage 
A Proclamation of pasturage by game birds, hares or rabbits, or to securing for 
For Proninttinc THE IMPORTATION INTO THE UnNitep Kincpom the food supply of the country any migratory kind of wild bird ( 
EXCEPT UNDER LICENCE, OF ALL FOREIGN Coins OTHER THAN GOLD a) take or authorise such action as, in the opinion the 
em Gatven Comms Board, may be necessary for such purpose, or delegate to any body u 
: the powers conferred by this paragraph as respects any locality P' 
Recital of section 2 of the Customs Amendment Act, 1886 ss it 
; ‘ In the same regulation. after the word ‘“‘ hares,’’ wherever it occurs t 
And whereas by Our Proclamation made the twenty-fifth day of there shal] be inserted the words “ or rabbits.’”’ 
March, one thousand eight hundred and e ghty seven. We did prohibit th 
the importation into Our United Kingdom of all coins coined in any Unauthorised Use of Uniforms, Badges, dc. y 
foreign country other than gold or silver coins 4. The following amendments shall be made in Regulation 41 Ps 
And whereas it is expedient that Our said Proclamation should be ee 
evoked, and that the importati« nto the United Kingdom of euch In paragraph (a), after the words ‘‘ calculated to deceive,’ there A 
‘ins coined in a foreign country as are hereinafte: specified should be shall be inserted the words ‘‘ or any miniature or other represen- if 
prohibited tation of any such decoration or medal, or any brooch or personal in 
ie aii: ie ornament designed to imitate any such decoration or medal.”’ ul 
, Subiect mag: Boo provided, oil coins coined ia any foreign In paragraph (c), after the word ‘‘ supplies,’’ there shall be 2 li 
ecoitry ot] er thar rold on iver coins are proh bited to be mported serted the words Or offers to supply, and alter the words 5 
adie enter Chained Uiaaiens aforesaid ’’ there shall be inserted the words ‘ or any such repre 
, 5 sentation, brooch, or ornament as aforesaid. 
Provided always, and it is hereby declared, that the foregoing pro At the end of the same regulation, after the words “‘ against 
\ibition shal! not extend to any coins which are imported under and in these regulations,’’ there shall be inserted the following proviso : 
ompliance th the terms of any special or general] licence issued by Provided that nothing in this regulation shal! be deemed to 
the Minister of Munitions ohibit the wearing or supply of ordinary regimental badges, 0° 
2. Our said Proclamation of the twenty-fifth dav of March. one iny broech or ornament representing the same.”’ 
thousand eight hundred and eights seven is } ereby revoked Mth March. 
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New Aliens Restriction Order. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
[ Recitals. ] 
Now, therefore, &c., it 


Premises Frequented by Aliens 


is hereby ordered as follows :— 


The following Article shall be substituted for Article 25 of the prin- 


cipal Order :— 

25.—(1) A Chief Officer of Police, if so authorised by general or special 
order of a Secretary of State, may direct that any premises within 
his jurisdiction which, in his opinion, are used for the sale of reéresh 
ments to be consumed on the premises, or as a place of public resort 
or entertainment, or as a club, and 

(a) are frequented by alien enemies; or 
(6) are frequented by undesirable aliens; or 
(c) are in the occupation or control of an alien, and are conducted 
in a disorderly or improper manner, or in a manner prejudicial to 
the public safety ; 
shal! be kept closed, either altogether or during such hours or for such 
purposes as may be required by him; and it any premises are kept 
open in contravention of any such direction, the occupier or person 
having control of the premises shall be deemed to have acted in con 
travention of this Order. 

2) Where any premises have been closed under this Article, the 
occupier or person having control of the premises shall not occwpy o1 
control any other premises which are used for the sale of refreshments 
as a place of public resort or entertainment or as a club, without the 
consent of the Chief Officer of Police for the district in which the 
premises are situate. 

(3) Any constable, if authorised by the Chief Officer of Police, may, 
for the purpose of enforcing the provisions of this Article, enter, if 
necessary by force, and search or occupy any premises to which an 
order under this Article relates, 

Mth March. 





Transfer of Powers to the Food Controller. 


ORDER IN COUNCIL 

[Recital of section four of the New Ministries and Secretaries Act 
1916. ] 

Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered, as follows : 

1. The powers of the Board of Trade under section six of the Output 
of Beer (Restriction) Act, 1916, as amended by section four of the 
Output of Beer (Restriction) Amendment Act, 1916, are hereby trans 
ferred to the Food Controller. f 

2. This Order may be cited as the Food Controller (Transfer o 
Powers) Order, 1917. 

Hth March. 


Transfer of Powers to the Minister of Labour. 


ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
[Recital of section 2 of the New Ministries and Secretaries Act, 1916.] 
Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered, that the powers and duties 
of the Board of Trade under the enactments referred to in the Schedule 
to this Order shall be transferred to the Minister of Labour, and such 
transfer shall take effect as from the thirtieth day of March, 191/ 


THE SCHEDULE 


Munitions of War Act, 1915, Section 4, Sub-section (3). 
Munitions of War (Amendment) Act, 1916, Section 8. 
30th March, 


Summer Time. 


ORDER IN COUNCIL. 

Whereas by the Summer Time Act, 1916, as amended by the Time 
(Ireland) Act, 1916, it is provided that during the prescribed period 
im each year in which the former Act is in force the time for general 
purposes is to be one hour in advance of Greenwich Mean Time ; and 
it is further provided that His Majesty may, in any year subsequent 
to the year 1916, by Order in Council made during the continuance of 
the present War, declare the former Act to be in force during that 
year, and in such case the prescribed period for that year shall be such 
period as may be fixed by Order in Council : 

Now, therefore, &c., and it is here by declared, that the Summer Time 
Act, 1916, as 80 amended as aforesaid, shall be in force during the year 
1917, and the prescribed period in that year shall be from two o'clock 
in the morning Greenwich Mean Time on Sunday, the 8th day of April, 
until two o’clock in the morning Greenwich Mean Time on Monday, the 
17th day of September ‘ 

30th March. 


Experimental Manufacture of Aeroplanes. 


ORDER. 
Ministry of Munitions of War, 
Whitehall Place, 
th March, 1917. 
The Minister of Munitions, in exercise of the powers conferred upon 


him by the Defence of the Realm Regulations and all other powers 
enabl vy him h reby orders as toll 
(1) On and after the Ist day of Ap 1917, no person shall without 
a li from the Minister of Muniti ommence or proceed with 
the exper ta Manutactur ulny ‘ I plane or any part 
thereof other than any kind of ae nin Provided that where a 
rst ap ral nd this Ord hall e been made and 
s] t ivi y exper tual manufacture which 
ed before t uid 1 i Apu L917, noth 
Order s 1 pr it t ry ! manutacture 
t ha i i 
For t put ‘ f this Order t term experin ! nuftacture 
| ‘ t 1 lirect pul 
! i f.overnment ntr t, and 11 i { prepara 
tion I ra t tl preparation I neral 
rrangen ! 
\ t rry 
! \ t s ! ad Dy ri 
TT to t { I \ | \ir | i Oo Le 
lon, WAt ! h I | ! cs te 
m a ! h ft i d tine 1 
I t the Cont I i ill ith ar 
restri 8 Or nditi t h t rant of h licence 


Timber 
ARMY COUNCIL ORDER 


War Omee, 2nd Apriu, 1917 


yayer do In the pur 
is to their busin Ss may be required 
ot rim! er Supplies 





Exceptions) Bill. 


Military Service (Review of 


rl ng t \I Si e (R of Excep 
t 3) | is amended ( t ft Hi of Commor 
A Bill 1 ible t } ! Military Se ce of Men ex epted on 
in an ind of pre us rejection r the previous relinguishment of, 








THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 


GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON. 
The 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 


HE need for greater effort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire compels the Committee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
London, to plead most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child lite 
The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 
OR over 60 years this Hospital has been the 
means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children 
£5,000 has to be raised immediately 
to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Wiil to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application to— 


JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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7 a a REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1853. 

Oapital Stock .. om ot ons om - £400,000 
Debenture Stock — os on one « £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON 
Forms ef Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Oise 

G. H. MAYNE, Seeretary, 





British Minerals for the War. 


Intoxicating Liquor (Output and Delivery) 
Order, 1917. 





EON 


) jiee 
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Comme this Ord } r 
1.—Wixk AND Spreirs | # : 











S it i 
g a distillers 


payment ol duty to any pers 


\uthorities fo 
Jommussioners 
rib «l by rules mac 


shal ba 


ers in the periorma 
ider th 3 
thority shal ) St e 3} ‘ ‘ \ 
Commissionel Mt ntex y to ! to whom 01 \ . 
‘ine ot spitits were delivered during the year 1916, and » Companies. 
british Law Fire Insurance Company, Limited. 
vas held on Friday, 
H 


WwW. _WHITELEY, L. Fam, 


AUCTIONEERS, EXPE VALUERS, AND ESTATE AGENTS 


QUEEN'S “ROAD, LONDON, W. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, &c. 
AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, VIEW ON WEDNESDAY. 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


Puong No.; PARK ONE (40 Lings). [ELEGRAMS, “WHITELEY: LONDON. 
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being an increase in the net premium income of £5,813. This progress 
has been maintained during the last two and a half years under un. 
paralleled difficulties, owing to the disorgani<ation of every 
business and the depletion of the company’s staff, and it is a matter 
of congratulation that under these conditions we have not only been 
ible to ‘“‘ carry on but also to make progress. I always appeal at 
these meetings to our shareholders to send us all the business they can 

in appeal which is never 


lass of 


possibly give us, or influence in our direction 
unheeded, 


Frre Account 
Turning t he e account, the net premium income is £124,466 
f £5,303 on that of the previous year. Steady 
progre is th naintained. On the other side of the account 
you will find ar itisfactory figure. I refer to the net fire 
£37 ,917—which proves 


underwriting is on safe lines, for in ratio 


which 1s an 


losses, brigade alvage Corps charges— viz 
that our general 1 


to the net premium 1 ne the losses and charges are only 30.4 per 


cent (oman lasion s time ext item in the account. and amounts to 
£19,031 15 per cent f the premiums The wet 
amount ¢ Kpens for this account is £38,791, and is—in ratic but 
2 very nerease over that of the previous year. This is not 
remarkable unde kisting circumstances That this expenditure has 
wd re exemplified in the substantial balance of £26604 
which e are rry to the profit and ke account This amount 
is over 21 per « of the net fire premiums, and is £10,790 more thar 
the rn mt of ear's balance which was £15,814 The fire re 
serves now amount to £208,000, and include a sum of £49,786. being 
a more than ample provision 


atm 5 é t ver 


borne g 


10 per cent, of the net premium income 


Emptoyers’ Liapitrry Account 


employers’ liability account the net premiums amount to 


substantial sum of £3,648 to the 


In the 
£12 566. and we are urrving the 


profit and loss a 


(JENERAL ACCOUNT 


I now turn to the neral account, in included fidelity 
third-party 


atock ingeurance The 


which is 


guarantee, personal accident, property owners’ indemnity, 
risks, burglary t breakage, motor and live 
net premiums now amount to £11,153, which is an appreciable accretion 
to the urplus ot £3,682 represents 


mium imeome in this a unt, which 16 


ympany ota income ind the 
ne-tl ( > t pre 
ence that w " lacing profitable classes of risks on our books, 


Prorit AND Loss ACCOUNT 

As regard 1 loss account, | am pleased to say that, not 
Withetanding all e adverse featur vith which we have had to con 
tend, it is the bes ul i our underwriting proht is con 
predecessors in this chair, or myself, have had 

the pleasure of submitting to you e interest and dividends received 
from investments are £19,414 gro as against £18,520 last year, an 
increase of £804 In the previ ve we showed an increase of £807 
Taking the other side of the account, the item of £11,582, income-tax 
on profits and « tax, 1914 and 1915 explanation 
Income-tax of irse h, and will. I am afraid, remain so even 
after the war el he ite of exce 


cerned, than 


needs no 


profits tax will, we trust 
d sappeal ait 


[He Divipenp: THe Future 


ippropriate the balance of the £50,065 in the fol 

n interim dividend has absorbed £5,810. We pro 
vith your , to declare a final dividend of 3s. per share, 
h, togeth ‘ tl interim dividend paid in August last, 
both leas income-tax), and which will require 
carried to the profit 
When we have 


we have always divided it 


equals 
2U per cent r the veal 
1 further £17,437, |e iving a balance to be 
and loss nt for the urrent year f £26,817 


hitherto de« re 1 dividend of 20 per cent 





HIS MONEY EARNS OVER 10°/. 


ECAUSE when 61 years of age he bought a “Sun 

Life of Canada” Annuity, and that is what it 

works out at. And the larger income obtained, 
and the certainty that it will be paid whatever happens 
adds years to his life. Advise your clients to do likewise ! 
The Sun Life of Canada gives better terms than any 
other first-class Company. Assets over £15,000,000, 
invested in strict accordance with Canadian Govern- 
ment requirements. 


Write for Booklet to 
J. F. JUNKIN (Manage r), 


SUN LIFE OF CANADA, 217, Canada House, 
Norfolk Street, London, W.C. 


into 17} per cent. dividend and 2} per cent. bonus. We see no occasion 
to continue this system. 

Our experience in the past induces us to look forward with hopeful. 
ness to the future, although we feel that there may be some dark and 
discouraging times in front of us before the end for which we are all 
fighting or working is reached. It is, indeed, a great pleasure to me 
to present you with so good a report of the past year’s working, and 
before moving the adoption of the accounts I should like, on behalf of 
myself and colleagues, to express to our local boards throughout the 
country our hearty thanks for the assistance they have given us in 
bringing about so successful a result. The chairman of our Brighton 
board, Mr. Thomas Eggar, has recently been elected President of the 
Council of the Law Society, and we congratulate him on attaining this 
eminent position. You may like to know that of our permanent male 
staff about eighty have joined the colours. In that number there have 
been many casualties, including, unfortunately, four fatal cases, which 
you will all greatly deplore. 


TRIBUTE TO THE GENERAL MANAGER AND STAFF. 


I cannot sit down without paying a warm tribute to our general 
manager, our secretaries, and staff, both at the head office and branches, 
for the way they have exerted themselves in your interests during the 
past year. The absence of so many officers and clerks at the front puts 
a good deal of extra work on the staff remaining here, and the board 
greatly appreciate the manner in which they have undertaken and 
carried out their additional responsibilities. 

I have the pleasure to move : ‘‘ That the report and accounts as circu 
lated to the shareholders be received and adopted and entered on the 
minutes 

The Deputy-Chairman (Mr. C. G. Kekewich) seconded the resolution, 
which, after some congratulatory remarks from Mr. John Coles and 
Mr. F. Smith, was carried unanimously. 

The dividend recommended was declared, and the retiring directors 
and auditors were re-elected. 

Resolutions were also passed with a view to abrogating certain restric- 
tions in the memorandum and -rticles of association which have been 
found to limit the acceptance of profitable business offered to the 
company. 

A hearty vote of thanks was accorded to the chairman, directors, local 
general manager, and staff, which the chairman and the 
gratefully acknowledged. 


directors, 


general manager (Mr. Linley) 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society’s Lectures and Classes. 
The second term, 1917, will commence on Thursday, the 12th inst., 
on which and the following day the principal will be in his room 
from 10.30 to 1 and from 2.30 to 4.30, for the purpose of seeing 


students. Lectures and classes will begin on Monday, the 16th, and 
will continue until Whitsuntide, after which the terminal examinations 
will be held in the first week of June. Prospectus containing full par 
ticulars may be obtained by personal or written application at the 
society's office, Bell-yard, Temple Bar. W.C. 








Obituary. 


Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


Captain Edward R. Oakden, 


Captain Epwarp Raten Oakpen, Sherwood Foresters, son of the late 
Edward Oakden, of Beeston and Nottingham, died in a nursing home m 
London from wounds, aged twenty-three. He was educated at Notting: 
ham High School, and afterwards became a law student, being articled 
to Mr. J. W. Briggs, of Messrs. Burton & Briggs, Nottingham He 
was a member of the O.T.C. at school, and afterwards at the Univer 
College, and volunteering at the outbreak of the 
commission in September in the Sherwood Foresters. Three m« 
later he was promoted, and became captain in July, 1915. He went 
the front in that month, and was wounded and invalided home the 
following August. Returning to the front in March last year, he saw 
much service, and was again seriously wounded on 2nd July, losing the 
sight of both eyes. He apparently recovered, but suffered a relapse 
some time ago, and died. 


Captain Edward B. Bilton. 


Captain Epwarp Barnarp Britton, Cyclist Battalion, attached York- 
shire L.I., late of Graylands, and of Coombe, Wimbledon Park, was 
born in 1887, and was the elder son of the late E. S. Bilton and Mrs. 
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Bilton. He was educated at Charterhouse and Clare College, Cam- 
bridge, and was a member of the Inner Temple. He joined a cyclist 
battalion in August, 1914, and was attached to the Yorkshire L.I. in 
August, 1916. He saw service at the front last January, and was 
killed while making a reconnaissance towards the enemy during an 
advance. His commanding officer writes : ‘‘He was one of the finest 
and bravest soldiers it has been my privilege to know. He was my 
intelligence officer, and will be quite impossible to replace. Both officers 
and men were devoted to him. None in the war have done more. 
He is a fine example to us all. He possessed great natural gifts, and 
would, I know, have gone far." 


Legal News, 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Cuartes Hirt Curiross and FrRepericK BENJAMIN BROOK, solicitors 
(Culross & Brook), 13, Old Cavendish-street, W., and 6 and 7, South- 
square, Gray’s-inn. March 31. 

Henry GARLAND WELLS and ALBERT EDwarRD MusprRatr FoRTESCvE, 
solicitors (Garland, Wells, & Fortescue), Donington House, Norfolk- 
street, Strand, W.C., and 329, New Cross-road, London, S.E. March 31. 

[Gazette, April 3. 





General. 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday Mr. Macpherson, replying to 
a question by Colonel Gretton as to the abuses of the trade card system, 
said the matter was receiving careful attention. It was hoped shortly 
to make an announcement on the subject. 


The Times correspondent at New York says, under date 1st April :— 
The Stars and Stripes were hoisted at noon yesterday in the Danish 
West Indies, which will henceforth be known as the Virgin Islands of 
the United States. At the same hour Mr. Lansing, Secretary of State, 
handed to the Danish Minister at Washington Treasury certificates 
for £5.000.000. 

Lord Dunedin, says the Westminster Gazette. whose unfortunate il! 
ness has necessitated the postponement of the hearing of an important 
appeal, has an interesting association with literature. A fellow-member 
with R. L. Stevenson of the Edinburgh Speculative Society, it was to 
him that Stevenson turned when a knotty point of Scottish criminal 
procedure had to be solved for ‘“‘ Weir of Hermiston.’’ On receiving 
the desired information ‘‘R.1.'S."" wrote: ‘‘Graham Murrav’s note 
re the venue was highly satisfactory, and did me al] the good in the 
world.”’ ; 

The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury announce that, 
in view of representations made to them, they are prepared, until further 
notice, to release from deposit Scheme B any Dutch, Danish, or Scan- 
dinavian securities that have been deposited provided that a written 
undertaking is given that the securities when released will be sold with- 
out delay in Holland, Denmark, or Scandinavia. and that the proceeds 
of such sale will be remitted to this country forthwith and retained 
here. All applications for the release of these securities should be made 
to the American Dollar Securities Committee, 19, Old Jewry, E.C. + 


In the House of Lords on Tuesday Lord Beresford, who had given 
notice of a long question as to the capture of enemy property at sea, 
briefly stated that the Government had informed him that it would 
be against the public interest to answer. This being the case, he did 
hot propose to put his question, which dealt with matters affecting our 
sea power. He trusted the Government recognized how serious these 
were. Earl Curzon at once gave the noble and gallant lord the assur 
ance that the Government regarded the points raised in the question as 
of capital importance, and that they were receiving the earnest atten- 
tion of Ministers. 


The Select Committee on the House of Lords Offices, in a report to the 
House just issued, recommend that the house lately occupied by the 
Clerk of the Parliaments should be occupied in future by the Lord 
Chancellor subject to the condition that until the termination of the 
war the rights of the House of Lords in the house be placed at the 
disposal of the First Commissioner of Works; that the Office of Works 
be requested to provide the above house with furniture suitable to its 
eccupation by the Lord Chancellor. It is further recommended that 
the post of Clerk of the Parliaments be held in future under the exist 
ing statutory conditions, subject, however, to retirement at the age of 
seventy, and that the salary be fixed at £2,000 per annum, with £500 
per annum house allowance. 


In the House of Commons on Monday Mr. Balfour, replying to Mr 
J. O'Connor, said : The Russian Government published on 20th March 
4 proclamation repealing the principal enactments by which the freedom 
of Finland had been curtailed and instructing the Senate of Finland 
to submit proposals to amend other enactments passed of late years 
‘gainst Finnish laws. The proclamation also grants complete political 
amnesty and, besides promising to submit to the Diet of Finland sug- 


Rick & HOLLIS, Urp.—Creditors are required. on or before 


CHRISTIAN GLOBE NEWSPAPER ASSOCIATION, 


Constitution, confirms the rights of the Finns under their present Con- 
stitution. I understand that the people of Finland regard the proclama- 
tion as fulfilling all their wishes, and that the Finnish Diet will meet 
on 4th April. I know how highly the House will appreciate the action 
of the Russian Government in this matter. 


The Berliner T'ageblatt, says the Times, recently published a jubilant 
note on the applications, especially from enemy countries, ‘and parti 
cularly from England,”’ for the registration in Germany of patents and 
According to the statistics of the German Imperial Patent 
following applications have been registered in Berlin : 
From Great Britain : 353 patents in 1915 and 289 in 1916; 71 designs 
in 1915 and 70 in 1916. From France : 81 patents in 1915 and 49 patents 
in 1916; four designs in 1915 and six in 1916. From Italy : 102 patents 
in 1915 and 40 in 1916; 14 designs in 1915 and four in 1916 From 
Belgium : 58 patents in 1915 and 84 in 1916; 14 designs in 1915 and 
30 in 1916. From Russia: Nine patents in 1915 and 10 in 1916; 6 


designs in 1915 and 27 in 1916 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday Mr. S. Walsh, replying to 
a question by Mr. Anderson as to whether he was aware that the Re 
stricted Occupations Order was pressing hardly on nnmbers of work 
people in respect of employment; whether he knew that if a man had 
not enrolled for service he could not obtain emplovment at his own 
trade, and that; if he had enrolled, employers were diffident about 
employing him, owing to the fact that he micht be taken from them 
at any moment; and whether he was aware that certain trade unions 
were actually paving unemployment benefit in respect of members who 
would be emploved but for the new Order, said The Restricted 
Occupations Order is intended to divert unemployed workpeonle into 
work of primary importance, and endeavours have been made, by 
various means, to prevent undue hardshin falling on individuals. The 
Director-General, however, is aware of difficulties still existing, and the 
matter is receiving his careful consideration. Any such cases as those 
to which the hon. Member refers will be inquired into if particulars 
warded to the Director-General 


designs 


Office, the 


are for 


Kinloc h 
‘ommissioners have 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday. in reply to Sir C 
Cooke, Sir R. Winfrev said :—Twenty District ¢ 
heen appointed and nine Sub-Commissioners Ficht of the District 
permanent staff of the board and 
receive their normal salaries, amounting to £5.280 a vear Some of 
the other District Commissioners cive their services voluntarily Others 
receive salaries from £400 to £500 a year. the total annnal cost being 
£4050. Two of the Sub-Commissioners give their cervices: the others 
£900 a vear. and the totel annnal cost 
The duties of the District 


Commissioners are members of tl 


are naid salaries not exceeding 
of the nine appointed at present is £1,305 
ind Snh-Commissioners are to represent the Board in connexion with 
the work of the War Agricultural Committees thronghout the country, 
and the District Commissioners are ¢z-0fficio membeore of the 

Committees in their districts. Fach District Commissioner 
to engage temporary clerical assistance at a cost not exceeding Ws. a 
week, but no other provision is made out of public funds for local 


offices or staff. 


s authorized 





. > 7 

Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCR COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette Fripay, Mar 30, 
BIRMINGHAM Hyarenic Lauyprirs. LTp.—Cre litors sre required, on or before April 24, 
to send their names an! ad‘resce:. and the particulars of their debts or clams, to 
Sidney W Iter Hart, 3. New st, Birminghin, liquidator. 
ELECTRIC ALHAMBRA, LTD,—Creditora are req \ired, on or before May 11, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to arthur James 
Barnett, 48, Mark In, liquidator 
LAND Co, LTD. —Creditors’are r quired, on or before April 6, to send in their names and 
addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to Rarold Edward Oldham, 
80, Bush In, Cannon st, liqui ‘ator 
MIDLAND ADAMANT (Co, TTp —Creditors are required, on or before May 14, to send 
ther names and addresees. and the nartic lars of their debts or claims, to 
Oswald Holt Caldicott, 8, Newhall t, Birm'ngham, liquidator. 


NEW CAMBERWELL Expree, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 16, to send 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to K, 
H. Ryal!, 49, Chancery In. liquidator. 

Apri! 14, to send In their 
names and addresses, and particniare of their debts or claims, to H. A. Southerus, 
14, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton, liquidator 


JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN (CHANCERY 
London Gazette.—TuRspay, April 3. 
Lrp. (In Vo'unTary TIQUIDATION.)— 
Creditors are required, on or before Apri! 15, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claim, to Richard Genge Brake, Eidon st House, 
Eldon st, liquidator. 


DEVON Care Co, Ltp. (Is VoLUNTARy LIQurpaTION.)—Creditors are required, on or’ 


before April 17, to send their names and addre ««, and the particulars of their claims 


~ to Louis Nicholas, 19, Castile st, Liverpool liquidator. 


RONFIELD Coat Co, Ltp. (IN VoLeNTARY TigrtpsTion).—Creditors are reauired. on 
or before May 23, ro send their name: and addresses, and the particulars of their dehts 
or claims, to Charles Turner, 155, Norfolk st, Sheffleld, liquidator, 





gestions for a new form of administration, and, if necessary, a new 
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LAST DAY OF CLAIM, 
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THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND. LIMITED, 


MOORGATEH STREBT, LONDON, 2.C. 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
application. 








Baa, 


Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be cent of 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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